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Editor, i4 ew York '1'imos 

With all the respect due former Oregon Congressman Charles 0. Poster, 
hi3 is not "the first test in the nation of the recently amended Freedom 
of Information Act. "(Now York lines 2/21/75) 

llore than a day earlier my lawyer, Sin hesar, refilad the auit that 
ms instrumental in persuading the Congress that these amendment a were needed 
and to override President Ford's veto of then. (Congressional Record 5/31 D/ 74 , 
p. 3 9336, "... override the court decisions in the court of appeals on the 
Veisherg against United States....") 

In the earlier C.A. 2301—70, on appeal JudgS.A.hanaher actually con- 
cluded that the "Freedom of Information" law for fends against this appellant's 
proposed further inquiry into the assassination of President Kennedy." (United 
States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, No. 71-1026, p. 26.) 

Properly tlae Congress did override this novel view of the First Amend- 
ment and President Ford's attempt to tierpetuato it. 

If the results of the entirely non-secret testing processes I sought 
confirmed what is attributed to thorn as evidence in the JFK assassination, 
can anyone in Ms right mind believe they would not be publicised as widely 
as government could arrange? 

Because of this significance of lay earlier suit in the intent of the 
°®ngress and because of the reflection of the will of both houses on this 
in the conference report, I believe this new stilt, which in time was the 
first filed, should also be regarded as "the first test" of the amended 
law. 

I suggest that how the department of Justice responds will tell 
the country its and the Ford administration^ attitude toward both free- 
dom of information and living within tho law. 

Sincerely, 


Harold vveisberg 
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